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Abstract
Online conversations are particularly suscep-
tible to derailment, which can manifest itself
in the form of toxic communication patterns
including disrespectful comments and abuse.
Forecasting conversation derailment predicts
signs of derailment in advance enabling proac-
tive moderation of conversations. State-of-the-
art approaches to conversation derailment fore-
casting sequentially encode conversations and
use graph neural networks to model dialogue
user dynamics. However, existing graph mod-
els are not able to capture complex conversa-
tional characteristics such as context propaga-
tion and emotional shifts. The use of com-
mon sense knowledge enables a model to cap-
ture such characteristics, thus improving per-
formance. Following this approach, here we
derive commonsense statements from a knowl-
edge base of dialogue contextual information
to enrich a graph neural network classification
architecture. We fuse the multi-source informa-
tion on utterance into capsules, which are used
by a transformer-based forecaster to predict
conversation derailment. Our model captures
conversation dynamics and context propaga-
tion, outperforming the state-of-the-art models
on the CGA and CMV benchmark datasets

1 Introduction

The widespread availability of chat or messaging
platforms, social media, forums and other online
communities has led to an increase in the num-
ber of online conversations between individuals
and groups. In contrast to offline or face-to-face
communication, online conversations often utilize
moderation to maintain the integrity of the platform
and protect users’ privacy and safety (Kilvington,
2021). Moderation can help to prevent harassment,
trolling, hate speech, and other forms of abusive
behavior (Tontodimamma et al., 2021). It can also
help to prevent and address conversation derail-
ment. Moderation typically takes place in terms
of a gating process that reviews users’ statements

Figure 1: A sample conversation from the Reedit change
my view (CMV) dataset showing a sequence of text
utterances that end with a verbal abuse. Given the con-
versation context in the previous N − 1 turns, the task
is to predict whether turn N will be a respectful or of-
fensive statement prior to it being presented leading
to derailment. The available data for utterances in the
CMV dataset contain text, user ID and a public percep-
tion negative or positive score through public votes.

prior to being posted to the online platform. This
ability to review statements prior to posting pro-
vides a unique opportunity to review such state-
ments before they impact the online conversation.
The critical question becomes one of automatically
flagging such statements prior to their publication.

Conversation derailment refers to the process
by which a conversation or discussion is redirected
away from its original topic or purpose, typically as
a result of inappropriate or off-topic comments or
actions by one or more participants. In online con-
versations, derailment is exacerbated by the lack
of nonverbal cues and the perceived anonymity as-
sociated with online conversations. Conversation
derailment can lead to confusion, frustration, and
a lack of productivity or progress in the conver-
sation. Figure 1 shows an example conversation
taken from the popular CGA benchmark dataset
(Zhang et al., 2018). One can observe that there is
offensive language being used in turn N that likely
will lead the conversation to derail. Can we flag
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the conversation prior to this statement?

In this research, we examine the problem of fore-
casting conversation derailment. The ability to pre-
dict conversation derailment has multifold benefits:
(i) it is more timely, as it allows for proactive moder-
ation of conversations (before they are published to
the conversation and cause any harm) due to early
warning, (ii) it is more scalable, as it allows to auto-
matically monitor large active online communities,
a task that is otherwise time-consuming, (iii) it is
more cost-effective, as it may provide enough aid
to limit the number of human moderators needed,
and (iv) it may identify upsetting content early and
prevent human moderators from being exposed to
the upsetting content.

One effective approach to conversation derail-
ment foresting is a graph-based model that cap-
tures multi-party multi-turn dialogue dynamics (Al-
tarawneh et al., 2023). Although this model out-
performs other existing baselines, a limitation of
this model is its inability to capture more com-
plex conversational characteristics such as context
propagation and emotional shifts. Conversation
escalation or derailment is heavily impacted by
the underlying commonsense knowledge shared
between interlocutors. Studies on conversational
emotional classification (Ghosal et al., 2020; Zhu
et al., 2021) have shown that incorporating com-
mon sense knowledge allows for capturing such
conversational characteristics.

Based on these observations, we propose a novel
knowledge aware graph-based model that not only
captures multi-party multi-turn dialogue dynamics
but is also enriched with common sense knowledge.
Thus, allowing the graph model to capture user dy-
namics, context propagation and mood shifts. Sim-
ilar to Altarawneh et al. (2023), we leverage other
available information associated with conversation
utterances. We encapsulate utterance information
into capsules that contain text, speaker ID and pub-
lic perception on whether an utterance is either
being positive or negative. Studies (Li et al., 2022;
Jiao et al., 2019) have shown that encapsulating
utterance information can aid in conversation clas-
sification tasks.

Another limitation of Altarawneh et al. (2023) is
the simplicity of the fully connected network clas-
sifier used to perform the forecasting task. Inspired
by the success of Transformers (Zhu et al., 2021)
and to address the limitation in the current stat-of
the-art model, we use a Transformer to predict de-

railment. Derailment of a conversation depends
on the historical dialogue context. For this, We
leverage an attention mechanism and the utterance
capsules enriched with commonsense knowledge.
The major contributions of this work are:

• We develop a novel graph convolutional neu-
ral network model, the Knowledge Aware
Forecasting Graph Convolutional Network
(KA-FGCN), that captures dialogue user dy-
namics and leverages common sense knowl-
edge for derailment forecasting.

• Through extensive empirical evaluation we
show that KA-FGCN outperforms state-of-
the-art models on the GCA and CMV bench-
mark datasets.

• The source code of KA-FGCN is publicly
available to encourage reproducibility.1

The remainder of the paper is organized as fol-
lows. Section 2 reviews related work. The technical
problem of interest is presented formally in Sec-
tion 3. Section 4 presents the KA-FGCN. Section 5
presents the experimental setup, the results are pre-
sented in Section 6. We conclude in Section 7 with
a summary and a discussion of ongoing work.

2 Related Work

The CRAFT models introduced by Chang and
Danescu-Niculescu-Mizil (2019a) were some of
the first models to address the problem of forecast-
ing conversation derailment. The CRAFT models
integrate a generative dialog model that learns to
represent conversational dynamics in an unsuper-
vised fashion, and a supervised component that
fine-tunes this representation to forecast future
events. The performance of forecasting derailment
using CRAFT models was improved by incorporat-
ing three task-specific loss functions proposed by
Janiszewski et al. (2021). After the rise of language
models (Kementchedjhieva and Søgaard, 2021) ex-
plored how BERT (Devlin et al., 2018), a pretrained
transformer language encoder can be used for fore-
casting derailment. This model resulted in an im-
proved classification F1-score and an earlier fore-
casting of conversation derailment. Another derail-
ment forecasting transformer, Hierarchical-Multi,
was proposed by Yuan and Singh (2023). Unlike

1The GitHub repository will be made available prior to
publication.



the Bert model, Hierarchical-Multi is a hierarchi-
cal transformer-based framework that combines
utterance-level and conversation-level information
to capture fine-grained contextual semantics. This
work also demonstrates the effectiveness of incor-
porating multisource information for predicting the
derailment of a outperforming previous models.
FGCN (Altarawneh et al., 2023) also combines
utterance-level and conversation-level information
and uses multi-source information. Unlike these
previous models which were based on sequence
models, FGCN is built on a graph convolutional
neural network that is better able to capture the
dynamics of multi-party dialogue, including user
relationships and public perception of conversa-
tion statements. FGCN performed significantly bet-
ter than previous sequence models. But it lacked
mechanisms to capture conversation characteris-
tics such as context propagation and mood shifts.
In this work we propose to leverage the gains of
the graph-based model capturing not only multi-
party multi-turn dialogue dynamics but also con-
text propagation and mood shifts by enriching the
model with common sense knowledge. In addi-
tion, we infuse available utterance information in
utterance capsules that contain text, speaker ID,
common sense knowledge and public perception
on whether an utterance is perceived as either be-
ing positive or negative. Studies (Li et al., 2022;
Jiao et al., 2019) have shown that encapsulating
utterance information can aid in conversation clas-
sification tasks. The model proposed here also uses
a Transformer classifier instead of a the simple clas-
sifier used in FGCN, allowing the model to capture
long distance context encoded in the conversation
representations.

There are many commonsense knowledge bases
that can potentially be used to help inference tasks.
For example, ConceptNet (Speer and Lowry-Duda,
2017) is a semantic network that contains concept-
level relational commonsense knowledge that was
used for Emotion Recognition in Conversations.
Event2Mind (Rashkin et al., 2018) and ATOMIC
(Sap et al., 2019) focus on inferential knowledge
organized as typed if-then relations with variables.
COMmonsEnse Transformers (COMET) (Bosse-
lut et al., 2019) is a generative model trained on
ConceptNet and ATOMIC, which is able to gener-
ate novel, rich, and diverse knowledge that is not
in the original knowledge bases. Common sense
knowledge has proven to be beneficial for used

in conversation classification tasks (Zhong et al.,
2019; Ghosal et al., 2020; Zhu et al., 2021). How-
ever, Our model will be the first to leverage com-
mon sense knowledge for forecasting conversation
derailment.

3 Problem Definition

In this section, we formally define the problem of
forecasting conversation derailment. For a con-
versation C = {{t1, t2, ..., tN} , {u1, u2, ..., uN} ,
{s1, s2, ..., sN} , {cn1, cn2, ..., cnN}} consisting
of N turns, the last turn (i.e., the N ’th turn)
is the potential site of derailment where l =
{civil, personal attack} denotes the label of this
turn. For the ith turn, ti denotes its text, ui denotes
its user, and si denotes an optional score, e.g., num-
ber of votes (up-vote/down-vote). An up-vote is
a positive impression and a down-vote is a nega-
tive impression on the turn utterance. cni denotes
the extracted utterance common sense knowledge.
These types of input are detailed in section 4. The
goal is to forecast the derailment label l of the N ’th
turn given a conversation C up to N − 1 turns (i.e.,
without any information about the N th turn).

4 The Knowledge Aware Conversation
Derailment Forecasting Model

In this section, we describe KA-FGCN, visualized
in Figure 2.

4.1 Sequential encoding

The input to the model X = {t, u, s, cn} consists
of the text ti, user ID ui the public perception score
si and/or common sense knowledge cni for each
turn in the conversation i ∈ {1, 2, ..., N − 1}, as
described below:
Textual input — the input consists of an encod-
ing of the turn text ti. We vary the text input cre-
ating two model variants: KA-FGCN-BRT and
KA-FGCN-GPT. KA-FGCN-BRT uses BERT em-
bedding extracted after fine tuning as described in
Kementchedjhieva and Søgaard (2021), resulting
in the sequential encoding of the text as the vector
t
′
i. KA-FGCN-GPT uses GPT embeddings with a

BiLSTM sequential encoding resulting in t
′
i.

User ID input — the input consists of an encoding
of the user ID as a randomly initialized vector ui,
where each user has a unique vector; we use BiL-
STM sequential encoding to obtain the utterance
user ID vectors u

′
i. We use unique randomly initial-

ized vectors to avoid privacy issues that may arise



Figure 2: An overview of the Knowledge Aware Graph convolutional Network forecasting model KA-GCN

using actual IDs.
Public perception input — the input consists of
a popularity score of the number of up-votes on a
turn minus the number of down-votes on the same.
To obtain the score vector si we use equal depth
binning to capture three levels of popularity for
positive scores and three levels of unpopularity for
negative scores. We use a BiLSTM sequential en-
coder on si resulting in utterance public perception
vectors s

′
i.

Common sense input — We use ATOMIC (Sap
et al., 2019) as a source of external knowledge.
In ATOMIC, each node is a phrase describing an
event. Edges are relation types linking from one
event to another. ATOMIC thus encodes triples
such as <event, relation type, event>. There are a
total of nine relation types in ATOMIC, of which
three are used here: xIntent, the intention of the
subject (e.g., ‘to get a raise’), xReact, the reaction
of the subject (e.g., ‘be tired’), and oReact, the
reaction of the object (e.g., ‘be worried’), since
they are defined as the mental states of an event.

Given an utterance text ti, we compare it with
every node in the knowledge graph, and retrieve the
most similar one. SBERT (Reimers and Gurevych,
2019) is used to compute the similarity between an
utterance and events. We extract the top-K events,
and obtain their intentions and reactions, which are
denoted as {esIi,k, esRi,k , eoRi,k}, k = 1, ...,K.

Other than SBERT, We also use the knowledge

generation model COMET, which is trained on
ATOMIC, to retrieve more common sense knowl-
edge. COMET can take ti as input and generate
the knowledge with the desired event relation types
specified (e.g., xIntent, xReact or oReact). The
generated knowledge can be unseen in ATOMIC
since COMET is essentially a finetuned language
model. We use COMET to generate the K most
likely events, each with respect to the three event
relation types. The produced events are denoted as
{gsIi,k, gsRi,k , goRi,k }, k = 1, ...,K.

With the knowledge retrieved from ATOMIC,
we build a pointer network (Vinyals et al., 2015) to
choose the commonsense knowledge either from
SBERT or COMET. The pointer network calculates
the probability of choosing the candidate knowl-
edge source as:

P (Π(ti, ei, gi) = 1) = σ([ti, ei, gi]Wσ),

where Π(ti, ei, gi) is an indicator function with
value 1 or 0, and σ(t) = 1/(1 + exp(−t)). We en-
velope σ with Gumbel Softmax (Jang et al., 2017)
to generate the one-hot distribution. The integrated
commonsense knowledge is expressed as:

cni = Π(ti, ei, gi)ei + (1−Π(ti, ei, gi))gi,

where cni = {csIn,k, csRn,k, coRn,k}Kk = 1.

With the knowledge source selected, we proceed
to select and aggerate the most informative knowl-
edge using the method described in (Zhu et al.,
2021) to obtain cni.



4.2 Graph Construction

For a given conversation, the output of the sequen-
tial encoder for each one of the input types t

′
i, u

′
i,

s
′
i and cn

′
i is used to initialize the vertices in homo-

geneous graphs shown in Figure 2. The vertices
in the graphs represent the turns in the conversa-
tion. Each graph Gx = (V,E,R,W ), for each
type of input x ∈ {t, u, s, cn}, is constructed with
vertices vi ∈ V , rij ∈ E is the labeled edges be-
tween vi and vj , the edge labels (relations) ∈ R
and αij is the weight of the labeled edge rij , with
0 ≤ αij ≤ 1, where αij ∈ W , i ∈ {1, 2, ..., N−1}
and j ∈ the set of all neighboring vertices to vi.

For each conversation we construct four types
of graphs; Gx for x ∈ X = {t, u, s, cn}, a text-
based Gt, a user-based Gu a public perception
score-based Gs and common sense knowledge Gcn.
Each conversation turn in these graphs is repre-
sented as a vertex vi ∈ V and is initialized with
the sequentially encoded feature vector associated
with the graph corresponding data type, for all
i ∈ {1, 2, ..., N − 1}.

Edge construction. We establish the direct user
to user relationship in a conversation through an
edge construction of each graph adopted from (Al-
tarawneh et al., 2023). This results in efficient
graph modeling with less complexity compared
to complete graphs. In user-to-user relationship
edge construction, each vertex vi representing a
turn in the conversation has directed edges con-
necting it to its preceding (parent) and succeeding
comments/turns (children). Same user comments
(turns) are also connected through directed edges.
The user-to-user relation ∈ R of an edge rij is set
based on the user-to-user dependency between user
ui (of turn vi) and user uj (of turn vj) and is used
to label the edge.

As the graph is directed, two vertices can have
edges in both directions with different relations, for
example, a forward edge labeled with user-to-user
relation u1–>u2 and a backward edge labeled with
user-to-user relation u2–>u1. We alos use repre-
sent the past (backward) and future (forward) tem-
poral dependency between the vertices. The edge
weights are set using a similarity based attention
module. The attention function is computed such
that, for each vertex, the incoming set of edges has
a sum total weight of 1. The weights are calculated
as, αij = softmax(vi ⊙We[vj1 , ..., vjm ]), for jk,
where k = 1, 2, ..,m, for the m vertices connected
to vi, ensuring the vertex vi receives a total weight

contribution of 1.

4.3 Feature Transformation
The sequentially encoded text features t

′
i, the user

features u
′
i, the public perception features s

′
i and

the common sense knowledge features cn
′
i of the

graph network are transformed from user dynamic
independent into user dynamic dependent feature
vectors using a two-step graph convolution process
employed by Ghosal et al. (2019); Altarawneh et al.
(2023). In the first step, a new feature vector is
computed for each vertex in all four graphs for
each input x ∈ X = {t, u, s, cn} by aggregating
local neighbourhood information:

x
′′
i = σ(

∑
r∈R

∑
j∈Nr

i

αij

ci,r
Wr x

′
j + αiiW0 x

′
i),

for i = 1, 2, ..., N − 1, where, αii and αij are the
edge weights, and N r

i is the neighbouring indices
of vertex i under relation r ∈ R. ci,r is a prob-
lem specific normalization constant automatically
learned in a gradient based learning setup. Σ is
an activation function such as ReLU, and Wr and
W0 are learnable parameters of the transformation.
In the second step, another local neighbourhood
based transformation is applied over the outputs of
the first step, as:

x
′′
i = σ(

∑
j∈Nr

i

W x
′′
j + αiiW0 x

′′
i ),

for i = 1, 2, ..., N − 1, where, W and W0 are
transformation parameters, and σ is the activation
function. This two step transformation accumulates
the normalized sum of the local neighbourhood.

4.4 The Derailment Forecaster
To form the final turn or utterance representation,
the sequential encoded vectors t

′
i, u

′
i, s

′
i and cn

′
i,

and the user dynamic encoded vectors t
′′
i , u

′′
i , s

′′
i

and cn
′′
i are concatenated for each turn i in a con-

versation to form an utterance information capsule
di.

We vary the information encapsulated in the ut-
terance capsules to understand the impact of each
data type on forecasting derailment, these variants
are described in Table 4.

The utterance capsules di for i ∈ {1, 2...., N −
1} are concatenated to form a representation of the
conversation C:

C
′
= [d1, d2..., dN−1]



Variant t cn u s Capsule di

TCN ✓ ✓ ✕ ✕ [t
′
i, cn

′
i, t

′′
i , cn

′′
i ]

TCNU ✓ ✓ ✓ ✕ [t
′
i, u

′
i, cn

′
i, t

′′
i , u

′′
i , cn

′′
i ]

TCNS ✓ ✓ ✕ ✓ [t
′
i, s

′
i, cn

′
i, t

′′
i , s

′′
i , cn

′′
i ]

TCNSU✓ ✓ ✓✓ [t
′
i, u

′
i, s

′
i, cn

′
i, t

′′
i , u

′′
i , s

′′
i , cn

′′
i ]

Table 1: Variants of the utterance information capsules
at classification time. The sequential encoded vectors t

′

i,
u

′

i, s
′

i and cn
′

i, and the user dynamic encoded vectors
t
′′

i , u
′′

i , s
′′

i and cn
′′

i are concatenated for each turn i in a
conversation to form an utterance information capsule.

Finally, C
′

is fed to a classifier. We vary the
types of classifiers in the study to show the impact
of each type of classifier on derailment forecasting.
These classifiers are described below.
Simple classifier (S) –C

′
is fed to a classifier with a

linear layer, a full connected network and a sigmoid
activation function, as described by Ghosal et al.
(2019), to obtain the label l̂ of each conversation
C.
Transformer Encoder only (E) – this is a trans-
former encoder classifier. For this classifier we
preserve information about the boundaries between
turns in C by inserting a [SEP] token between them.
One [CLS] token is further added to the start of the
input and one [SEP] token to its end. C

′
is fed to

this encoder classifier to obtain the label l̂ of each
conversation C.
Transformer Encoder-decoder(ED)– here we ob-
tain prediction labels l̂ for each conversation C
at each iteration time i. We use a Transformer
encoder-decoder to map the conversation utterance
sequence to a sequence of derailment prediction la-
bels, optimally this sequence should have the same
derailment prediction label at each utterance itera-
tion, that is the conversation true deraliment label.
For this classifier each utterance representation is
converted to the [CLS] representation. We enforce
a masking scheme in the self-attention layer of the
encoder to make the classifier predict derailment in
an auto-regressive way, entailing that only the past
utterances are visible to the encoder. This masking
strategy, preventing the query from attending to
future keys, suits better a real-world scenario in
which the subsequent utterances are unseen when
predicting the derailment at a point of time. As
for the decoder, the output of the previous decoder
block is input as a query to the self-attention layer.
C

′
is fed to this encoder-decoder classifier. Since

we obtain a sequence of predictions at each turn i,
we use the label predicated the most in the gener-

Dataset Train Val Test Input
t u s

CGA 2508 840 840 ✓ ✓ ✕

CMV 4106 1368 1368 ✓ ✓ ✓

Table 2: Statistics of the datasets. t denotes text input,
u denotes user ID input and s denotes public perception
score input. All splits are balanced between the two
classes.

ated label sequence to produce our classification
result.

5 Experimental Setup

5.1 Datasets
We use two datasets for the task of forecasting
derailment in conversations. Some statistics of the
datasets are summarized in Table 2.

The Conversations Gone Awry (CGA) dataset
(Zhang et al., 2018) was extracted from Wikipedia
Talk Page conversations. The conversations were
sampled from WikiConv (Hua et al., 2018) based
on an automatic measure of toxicity that ranges
from 0 (not toxic) to 1 (is toxic). A conversation
is extracted as a sample of derailment if the N th
comment in it has a toxicity score higher than 0.6
and all the preceding comments have a score lower
than 0.4. Conversations having all comments with
a toxicity score below 0.4 are extracted as sam-
ples of non-derailment. This set of conversations
is further filtered through manual annotation to de-
termine whether after an initial civil exchange a
personal attack occurs from one user towards an-
other. The conversations include the turn with the
personal attack. This means all N − 1 turns in a
conversation are civil and the N ’th one is either
civil or contains a personal attack. The dataset also
contains additional information about each com-
ment in the conversation such as the user posting
the comment and the ID of the parent comment that
this comment was a reply to.

The Reddit ChangeMyView (CMV) dataset
(Chang and Danescu-Niculescu-Mizil, 2019b) was
extracted from Reddit conversations held under
the ChangeMyView subreddit. Conversations were
identified as derailed if there was a deletion of a
turn by the platform moderators. This could have
been done under Reddit’s Rule: “Don’t be rude or
hostile to other users.” Unlike CGA, there is no
control to ensure that all the preceding comments to
the last one would be civil, resulting in some noise



CGA CMV

MODEL Acc P R F1 Acc P R F1

ST
A

T
IC

CRAFT 64.4 62.7 71.7 66.9 60.5 57.5 81.3 67.3
BERT·SC 64.7 61.5 79.4 69.3 62.0 58.6 82.8 68.5
FGCN 66.9 63.3 80.2 70.8 64.7 60.7 83.3 70.2
KA-FGCN-GPT 64.8 61.6 78.6 69.1 63.5 59.4 83.1 68.2
KA-FGCN-BRT 67.4 63.7 81.0 71.3 66.6 62.7 82.1 71.1

D
Y

N
A

M
IC

BERT·SC+ 64.3 61.2 78.9 68.8 56.5 56.0 73.2 61.7
HR-Multi 65.2 62.3 76.9 68.9 64.2 62.0 73.8 67.4
FGCN+ 65.9 62.4 80.2 70.2 63.5 59.7 83.1 69.5
KA-FGCN-GPT+ 64.1 60.9 78.6 68.7 59.6 56.5 79.2 65.9
KA-FGCN-BRT+ 66.7 63.0 81.0 70.9 65.0 61.1 82.1 69.9

Table 3: Experimental results for forecasting conversation derailment. For FGCN, FCCN+, KA-FGCN and KA-
FGCN we report the best results of the models variants with a simple classifier. Best F1-score are in bold.

in the data. The dataset also contains additional in-
formation about each comment in the conversation
such as the user posting the comment, the ID of
the parent comment that this comment was a reply
to, and a votes score (i.e., the number of up-votes
minus the number of down-votes).

5.2 Evaluation Metrics

Following prior work, we report the performance
of the models in terms of accuracy (Acc), preci-
sion (P), recall (R), and F1-score. We also report
the forecast horizon H introduced by Kementched-
jhieva and Søgaard (2021), which is the mean of
the turns in which the first detection of derailment
occurred for the set of conversations that derail.

5.3 Implementation

We use two training paradigms, static and dynamic:
In static training, for each conversation we use
one training instance with all turns {{t1, ..., tN−1},
{u1, ..., uN−1} and/or {s1, ..., sN−1}} as input. In
dynamic training, we use multiple instances of
each conversation, by varying the last turn used
in each training instance. So, we use {t1, u1
and/or s1} as an instance, {{t1, t2}, {u1, u2} ,
and/or {s1, s2}} as another instance, and so on un-
til the last instance {{t1, ..., tN−1}, {u1, ..., uN−1}
and/or {s1, ..., sN−1}}. So we have N − 1 in-
stances of each conversation. We denote all dy-
namically trained models with an added “+” at the
end of the model name.

At inference time, the model is tested dynami-
cally, i.e., by using turn {t1, u1 and/or s1} as in-
put, and making a prediction l̂1, then using turns
{{t1, t2}, {u1, u2}, and/or {s1, s2}}, and making

a prediction l̂2, and so on until N − 1 predictions
have been accumulated. The overall predicted la-
bel for a given conversation is then obtained as
l̂ = maxN−1

i=1 l̂i.
Our models used the same BERT implemen-

tation (i.e., bert-base-uncased) as in the
baseline models (Kementchedjhieva and Søgaard,
2021), for our textual sequential encoding, to en-
sure a comparable evaluation setting. However, it
is worth mentioning that any pretrained language
model can be used. The graph neural network com-
ponent described in this work is implemented with
settings similar to that reported by Ghosal et al.
(2019). The results are reported as an average over
10 different runs with random initialization, to ac-
count for variance in model performance.

5.4 Baselines

Our KA-FGCN model and its variants are evaluated
against the state-of-the-art methods below.

CRAFT (Chang and Danescu-Niculescu-Mizil,
2019b) is a model with a hierarchical recurrent
neural network architecture, which integrates a gen-
erative dialog model that learns to represent conver-
sational dynamics in an unsupervised fashion, and
a supervised component that fine-tunes this repre-
sentation to forecast future events. This model is
trained statically.

BERT·SC (Kementchedjhieva and Søgaard, 2021)
is a model consisting of the BERT checkpoint with
a sequence classification (SC) head, trained stati-
cally.

BERT·SC+ (Kementchedjhieva and Søgaard,
2021) similar to BERT·SC consists of the BERT



KA-FGCN FGCN
Variant S E ED Variant S

TCN 69.3 69.8 69.9 T 68.3
TCNU 69.6 70.1 70.1 TU 68.8
TCNS 69.7 70.2 70.3 TS 69.1
TCNSU 69.9 70.5 70.5 TSU 69.5

Table 4: Varying the utterance information capsule and
classifier for CMV using dynamic training. S, E and ED
are the types of classifiers used to obtain the reported F1-
score. KA-FGCN variants have the same data as FGCN
variants with the addition of common sense knowledge.

checkpoint with a sequence classification (SC)
head, but is instead trained dynamically.

HR-Multi (Yuan and Singh, 2023) is a hierarchi-
cal transformer-based framework that combines
utterance-level and conversation-level information.
This model is trained dynamically.

FGCN (Altarawneh et al., 2023) is a graph convolu-
tional neural network and that leverages utterance
text, user ID and public perception information.
This model is trained statically.

FGCN+ (Altarawneh et al., 2023) is a graph convo-
lutional neural network and that leverages utterance
text, user ID and public perception information.
This model is trained dynamically.

6 Results and Discussion

In the forecasting conversation derailment experi-
ment we report the results of the static and dynamic
training of our model and compare with baselines.
In the analyzing mean forecast horizon experiment
we show how early each model can forecast derail-
ment.

6.1 Forecasting Conversation Derailment

The results in Table 3 show that across both the
datasets, our knowledge aware model KA-FGCN,
outperforms baseline models for both static and dy-
namic training. The results show that incorporating
common sense knowledge in the forecasting graph
neural network model improves the models’ fore-
casting F1-score. This Indicates the effectiveness
of incorporating common sense knowledge for the
problem of derailment forecasting.

The results in Table 3 confirm previous studies
comparing static and dynamic training for the prob-
lem of deraliment forcaesting(Kementchedjhieva
and Søgaard, 2021; Altarawneh et al., 2023). The

CGA CMV

CRAFT 2.36 4.01
BERT·SC 2.60 3.90
BERT·SC+ 2.85 4.06
HR-Multi 2.98 3.78
FGCN-T 2.73 4.03
FGCN-T+ 2.96 4.12
KA-FCCN-BRT 2.90 4.11
KA-FGCN-BRT+ 3.02 4.16

Table 5: Experimental results of mean forecast horizon
(H).The best result is shown in bold. The second best
result has been underlined. The + sign denotes dynami-
cally trained models.

results show that statically trained models outper-
form their corresponding dynamically trained mod-
els. In addition, our dynamically trained model
on the CGA dataest outperform statically trained
baselines.

6.2 Utterance Capsule Information and
Classifier Type Sensitivity

KA-FGCN results in Table 4 show that the more
data types included in the utterance capsules the
better the model performance. The results also in-
dicate that using a Transformer classifier (E, ED) is
better. However, the encoder-decoder Transformer
classifier (ED) only slightly outperforms the en-
coder only Transformer classifier (E). Indicating
that the complexity of ED doesn’t provide much
benefit for this binary classification task.

Table 4 also shows that KA-FGCN outperforms
the state-of-the-art FGCN using the same classi-
fier S. This indicates the importance of incorporat-
ing common sense knowledge to create knowledge
aware forecasting models that are able to capture
context propagation and mood shifts during the
conversation and improve performance.

6.3 Analyzing Mean Forecast Horizon
How early can the model forecast the derailment?
To answer this question we calculate the forecast
horizon H , the mean of the turn in which the first
detection of derailment occurred for the set of con-
versations that derail. A forecast horizon H of
1 means that a derailment coming up on turn N
was first detected on turn N − 1. A longer fore-
cast horizon (i.e., a higher H) allows for earlier
interventions and potentially allows moderators to
delete the upcoming personal attack as soon as it
appears on their platform to avoid any form of es-



calation. Models that are able to detect a potential
intervention earlier have a clear advantage.

In Table 5 we report the results of the mean
forecast horizon H . The results show that our
knowledge aware graph neural network model KA-
FGCN+ with its dynamic training provides the
earliest overall forecasting of derailment with a
mean H of 4.16 for CMV, and 3.02 for CGA. Fol-
lowed by another dynamically trained model graph
model FGCN-T+. For the statically trained models
(CRAFT, BERT.SC, FGCN-T and KA-FGCN), our
model KA-FGCN has the best performance as it
seems to be able to better model the dynamics be-
tween the users of the turns with its graph model by
incorporating common sense relations, obtaining a
mean H of 4.11 for CMV and, 2.90 for CGA.

7 Conclusion

Unlike previous models that neglect common sense
knowledge KA-FGCN is a knowledge aware graph
convolutional neural network forcesting model that
is able to capture the dynamics of multi-party dia-
logue, context propagation and mood shifts. KA-
FGCN performed better than state-of-the-art mod-
els on two widely used benchmark datasets, CGA
and CMV. Conversation derailment frequently im-
pacts our online social interactions. The ability to
accurately predict derailment has the potential to
enhance the effectiveness of moderation and thus
protect individuals who are vulnerable to emotional
abuse or harm and improve the overall quality of
online interactions.

Limitations

Graph models require four or more utterances to
form meaningful conversation connections and
model their dynamics. In some cases, conversa-
tions that derail are not sufficiently long and may
be best modeled by simpler sequential models. Any
of these models will work best with asynchronous
conversations where there is a time lag between the
turns to allow for moderation after forecasting.

Ethics Statement

In our paper, we focus on the problem of forecast-
ing conversation derailment. The practical employ-
ment of any such system on online platforms has
potential positive impact, but several things would
be important to first consider, including whether
forecasting is fair (Williamson and Menon, 2019),
how to inform users about the forecasting (in ad-

vance, and when the forecasting affects users), and
finally what other action is taken when derailment
is forecast. Please refer to (Kiritchenko et al., 2020)
for a related overview of such considerations, in
the context of abusive language detection.

References
Enas Altarawneh, Ameeta Agrawal, Michael Jenkin,

and Manos Papagelis. 2023. Conversation derail-
ment forecasting with graph convolutional networks.
In The 7th Workshop on Online Abuse and Harms
(WOAH), pages 160–169, Toronto, Canada. Associa-
tion for Computational Linguistics.

Antoine Bosselut, Hannah Rashkin, Maarten Sap, Chai-
tanya Malaviya, Asli Celikyilmaz, and Yejin Choi.
2019. COMET: Commonsense transformers for auto-
matic knowledge graph construction. In Proceedings
of the 57th Annual Meeting of the Association for
Computational Linguistics, pages 4762–4779, Flo-
rence, Italy. Association for Computational Linguis-
tics.

Jonathan P. Chang and Cristian Danescu-Niculescu-
Mizil. 2019a. Trouble on the horizon: Forecasting
the derailment of online conversations as they de-
velop. In Proceedings of the 2019 Conference on
Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing
and the 9th International Joint Conference on Natu-
ral Language Processing (EMNLP-IJCNLP), pages
4743–4754, Hong Kong, China. Association for Com-
putational Linguistics.

Jonathan P. Chang and Cristian Danescu-Niculescu-
Mizil. 2019b. Trouble on the horizon: Forecasting
the derailment of online conversations as they de-
velop. In Proceedings of the 2019 Conference on
Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing
and the 9th International Joint Conference on Natu-
ral Language Processing (EMNLP-IJCNLP), pages
4743–4754, Hong Kong, China. Association for Com-
putational Linguistics.

Jacob Devlin, Ming-Wei Chang, Kenton Lee, and
Kristina Toutanova. 2018. BERT: pre-training of
deep bidirectional transformers for language under-
standing. CoRR, abs/1810.04805.

Deepanway Ghosal, Navonil Majumder, Alexander Gel-
bukh, Rada Mihalcea, and Soujanya Poria. 2020.
COSMIC: COmmonSense knowledge for eMotion
identification in conversations. In Findings of the As-
sociation for Computational Linguistics: EMNLP
2020, pages 2470–2481, Online. Association for
Computational Linguistics.

Deepanway Ghosal, Navonil Majumder, Soujanya Poria,
Niyati Chhaya, and Alexander F. Gelbukh. 2019. Di-
aloguegcn: A graph convolutional neural network
for emotion recognition in conversation. CoRR,
abs/1908.11540.

https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2023.woah-1.16
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2023.woah-1.16
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/P19-1470
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/P19-1470
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D19-1481
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D19-1481
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D19-1481
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D19-1481
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D19-1481
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D19-1481
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.04805
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.04805
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.04805
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2020.findings-emnlp.224
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2020.findings-emnlp.224
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.11540
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.11540
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.11540


Yiqing Hua, Cristian Danescu-Niculescu-Mizil, Dario
Taraborelli, Nithum Thain, Jeffery Sorensen, and Lu-
cas Dixon. 2018. WikiConv: A corpus of the com-
plete conversational history of a large online collabo-
rative community. In Proceedings of the 2018 Con-
ference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language
Processing, pages 2818–2823, Brussels, Belgium.
Association for Computational Linguistics.

Eric Jang, Shixiang Gu, and Ben Poole. 2017. Categori-
cal reparameterization with gumbel-softmax. In 5th
International Conference on Learning Representa-
tions, ICLR 2017, Toulon, France, April 24-26, 2017,
Conference Track Proceedings. OpenReview.net.

Piotr Janiszewski, Mateusz Lango, and Jerzy Ste-
fanowski. 2021. Time aspect in making an action-
able prediction of a conversation breakdown. page
351–364, Berlin, Heidelberg. Springer-Verlag.

Wenxiang Jiao, Haiqin Yang, Irwin King, and
Michael R. Lyu. 2019. HiGRU: Hierarchical gated re-
current units for utterance-level emotion recognition.
In Proceedings of the 2019 Conference of the North
American Chapter of the Association for Computa-
tional Linguistics: Human Language Technologies,
Volume 1 (Long and Short Papers), pages 397–406,
Minneapolis, Minnesota. Association for Computa-
tional Linguistics.

Yova Kementchedjhieva and Anders Søgaard. 2021. Dy-
namic forecasting of conversation derailment. In Pro-
ceedings of the 2021 Conference on Empirical Meth-
ods in Natural Language Processing, pages 7915–
7919, Online and Punta Cana, Dominican Republic.
Association for Computational Linguistics.

Daniel Kilvington. 2021. The virtual stages of hate: Us-
ing goffman’s work to conceptualise the motivations
for online hate. Media, Culture & Society, 43(2).

Svetlana Kiritchenko, Isar Nejadgholi, and Kathleen C.
Fraser. 2020. Confronting abusive language online:
A survey from the ethical and human rights perspec-
tive. CoRR, abs/2012.12305.

Zaijing Li, Fengxiao Tang, Ming Zhao, and Yusen Zhu.
2022. EmoCaps: Emotion capsule based model for
conversational emotion recognition. In Findings of
the Association for Computational Linguistics: ACL
2022, pages 1610–1618, Dublin, Ireland. Association
for Computational Linguistics.

Hannah Rashkin, Maarten Sap, Emily Allaway, Noah A.
Smith, and Yejin Choi. 2018. Event2Mind: Com-
monsense inference on events, intents, and reactions.
In Proceedings of the 56th Annual Meeting of the
Association for Computational Linguistics (Volume 1:
Long Papers), pages 463–473, Melbourne, Australia.
Association for Computational Linguistics.

Nils Reimers and Iryna Gurevych. 2019. Sentence-
BERT: Sentence embeddings using Siamese BERT-
networks. In Proceedings of the 2019 Conference on
Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing

and the 9th International Joint Conference on Natu-
ral Language Processing (EMNLP-IJCNLP), pages
3982–3992, Hong Kong, China. Association for Com-
putational Linguistics.

Maarten Sap, Ronan Le Bras, Emily Allaway, Chan-
dra Bhagavatula, Nicholas Lourie, Hannah Rashkin,
Brendan Roof, Noah A. Smith, and Yejin Choi. 2019.
ATOMIC: an atlas of machine commonsense for
if-then reasoning. In The Thirty-Third AAAI Con-
ference on Artificial Intelligence, AAAI 2019, The
Thirty-First Innovative Applications of Artificial In-
telligence Conference, IAAI 2019, The Ninth AAAI
Symposium on Educational Advances in Artificial
Intelligence, EAAI 2019, Honolulu, Hawaii, USA,
January 27 - February 1, 2019, pages 3027–3035.
AAAI Press.

Robyn Speer and Joanna Lowry-Duda. 2017. Concept-
Net at SemEval-2017 task 2: Extending word em-
beddings with multilingual relational knowledge. In
Proceedings of the 11th International Workshop on
Semantic Evaluation (SemEval-2017), pages 85–89,
Vancouver, Canada. Association for Computational
Linguistics.

Alice Tontodimamma, Eugenia Nissi, Annalina Sarra,
and Lara Fontanella. 2021. Thirty years of research
into hate speech: topics of interest and their evolution.
Scientometrics, 126(1):157–179.

Oriol Vinyals, Meire Fortunato, and Navdeep Jaitly.
2015. Pointer networks. In Proceedings of the
28th International Conference on Neural Informa-
tion Processing Systems - Volume 2, NIPS’15, page
2692–2700, Cambridge, MA, USA. MIT Press.

Robert Williamson and Aditya Menon. 2019. Fairness
risk measures. In Proceedings of the 36th Interna-
tional Conference on Machine Learning, volume 97
of Proceedings of Machine Learning Research, pages
6786–6797. PMLR.

Jiaqing Yuan and Munindar P. Singh. 2023. Conver-
sation modeling to predict derailment. Proceedings
of the International AAAI Conference on Web and
Social Media, 17(1):926–935.

Justine Zhang, Jonathan P. Chang, Cristian Danescu-
Niculescu-Mizil, Lucas Dixon, Dario Taraborelli,
Nithum Thain, and Dario Taraborelli. 2018. Con-
versations gone awry: Detecting warning signs of
conversational failure. In Proceedings of ACL.

Peixiang Zhong, Di Wang, and Chunyan Miao. 2019.
Knowledge-enriched transformer for emotion de-
tection in textual conversations. In Proceedings
of the 2019 Conference on Empirical Methods in
Natural Language Processing and the 9th Interna-
tional Joint Conference on Natural Language Pro-
cessing (EMNLP-IJCNLP), pages 165–176, Hong
Kong, China. Association for Computational Lin-
guistics.

https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D18-1305
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D18-1305
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D18-1305
https://openreview.net/forum?id=rkE3y85ee
https://openreview.net/forum?id=rkE3y85ee
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-86517-7_22
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-86517-7_22
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/N19-1037
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/N19-1037
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.emnlp-main.624
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.emnlp-main.624
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.12305
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.12305
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.12305
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.findings-acl.126
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.findings-acl.126
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/P18-1043
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/P18-1043
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D19-1410
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D19-1410
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D19-1410
https://proceedings.mlr.press/v97/williamson19a.html
https://proceedings.mlr.press/v97/williamson19a.html
https://doi.org/10.1609/icwsm.v17i1.22200
https://doi.org/10.1609/icwsm.v17i1.22200
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D19-1016
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D19-1016


Lixing Zhu, Gabriele Pergola, Lin Gui, Deyu Zhou,
and Yulan He. 2021. Topic-driven and knowledge-
aware transformer for dialogue emotion detection.
In Proceedings of the 59th Annual Meeting of the
Association for Computational Linguistics and the
11th International Joint Conference on Natural Lan-
guage Processing (Volume 1: Long Papers), pages
1571–1582, Online. Association for Computational
Linguistics.

https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-long.125
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-long.125

